








SECTION 5. AMENDMENTS

To the extent the City Council finds that changes to this Ordinance are
necessary to effectuate or enhance the purposes of this Ordinance as stated in
Section I, the City Council may amend this Ordinance, following the
procedures, including all required public hearings, for amending zoning
ordinances. The City Council is empowered to adopt such procedures and rules
or regulations as are necessary to implement this Ordinance.

SECTION 6. r~?~n·!~T!~G QBR!~1~fE~

:r~i~ ?rdina~ce is inconsisten! with and is intended as an alternative to any
mltlatlve ordmance on the subject of view preservation. If this Ordinance and
any other .such ordinance are b?th passed by a majority voting thereon, then
the one with the most affirmatIVe voles shall prevail.

CITY ATTORNEY'S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF PROPOSITION M

RANCHO PALOS VERDES COUNCIL OF HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATIONS
AND CITY COUNCIL COOPERATIVE VIEW PRESERVATION AND

RESTORATION ORDINANCE

Existing Rancho Palos Verdes Municipal Code provisions permit construction
of, or additions to, residences of up to sixteen (16) feet in height, as measured
in a specified manner. Existing Municipal Code provisions further allow
residential structures of up to thirty (30) feet in height, as measured in a
specified manner, upon issuance of a discretionary height variation permit.
Before a height variation permit can be issued under existing Municipal Code
provisions, the City must determine, among other things, that defined view lots
are protected from significant view impairment and that no significant
cumulative view impact will result from the height variation.

The proposed measure would modify the existing height variation permit
requirements in several ways. The maximum height allowed with a height
variation permit would be reduced to twenty six (26) feet. An early
neighborhood consultation process would be created to require the person
seeking the height variation permit to take reasonable steps to consult with
property owners within five hundred (500) feet. Ifan interested neighborhood
homeowners' association exists, the applicant would be required to request its
position on the application. The proposed measure would require height
variation permits to be supported by a finding that a proposed structure would
not significantly impair views from the viewing area of other parcels.

The proposed measure requires height variation permits to be supported by a
finding that the proposal is compatible with the immediate neighborhood
character, as defined to include the scale of development of surrounding
residences, architectural styles and materials, and front yard setbacks.

The proposed measure would add provisions allowing any resident owning a
residential structure with a view to·file a view restoration application to cause
the removal of view impairing foliage from other property. A view restoration
committee with seven (7) appointed members and three (3) alternates would
be created to decide view restoration matters. Upon findings that the foliage
in question is taller than either sixteen (16) feet or the ridgeline of the primary
structure, whichever is lower, and that the foliage-bearing property is less than
one thousand (1000) feet from the applicant's property, the City would be
required to send a notice to the foliage-bearing property owner(s) ordering the
trimming or other removal of such view obstructing foliage within ninety (90)
days at the applicant's expense. Upon failure to remove such view obstructing
foliage within ninety (90) days at the applicant's expense, the City will authorize
a bonded tree service to undertake any trimming or removal at the foliage­
bearing property owner's expense.

(Continued)



CITY ATTORNEY'S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF PROPOSITION M
(Continued)

The proposed measure requires a finding that foliage removal will not cause
an unreasonable infringement of the privacy of the occupants of the property
upon which the foliage is located. The proposed measure also requires a finding
that, for property located within the Miraleste Recreation & Park District, the
foliage removal strikes a reasonable balance between the measure's purposes
and the Miraleste area's historical development with large numbers of trees.

ARIEL PIERRE CALONNE
City Attorney
City of Rancho Palos Verdes

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

The City of Rancho Palos Verdes and the Council of Ilomeowners Associations
have COOPERATIVELY DRAFfED THIS ORDINANCE and urge its
passage to achieve the following purposes:

I. Insure the development of any parcel ,of land or addition to a structure
occurs in a manner that maintains neighborhood compatibility.

2. Protect, enhance, perpetuate, and restore views available to residents and
visitors to our City. These views provide unique and irreplaceable assets to the
Community.

3. Define and protect visual resources which can be obscured by construction
or plant growth.

4. Restore and preserve views by requiring the pruning or removal of foliage
or tree growth which alone or in conjunction with construction obstructs views.

The widespread concern for the loss of valuable views and the desire for
protection and restoration of those views has resulted in a COOPERATIVE
EFFORT BETWEEN THE CITY AND HOMEOWNERS to develop this
ordinance.

THIS ORDINANCE IS:

A cooperative effort between the Council ofHomeowners Associations and the
City Council

Supported by homeowner associations

Reasoned and balanced

Legally defensible

Unanimously approved by the Rancho Palos Verdes City Council

Endorsed by the Rancho Palos Verdes Council of Homeowners Associations

THIS ORDINANCE WII~L:

Establish permanent view protection

Encourage neighborhood cooperation

Protect the legal rights of all parties

Provide for the orderly evolution of established neighborhoods
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i .

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITI"'·~.M(CQ,nti~Ue~)

Reduce the maximum height of new residential C()tl'struction

Establish a View Restoration Committee to resolve disputes resulting
views lost to foliage growth

Provide equity for all sides

Give the communitY the tools to achieve these goals. Vote YES on Propos
M.

WARREN J. SWEETNAM - President,
RPV Council of Homeowners Associations

STEPHEN PERESTAM - Seaview Representative
to RPV Council of Homeowners Associations

EUGENE B. VEEK - President,
EI Prado Estates Homeowners Association

JOHN C. McTAGGART - Mayor Pro Tern,
RPV City Council

MELVIN W. HUGHES - Councilman,
RPV City Council

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M WAS SUBMITTED
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